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ture. Apart from the difficulty of arriving at a definite
date or a range of time, the problem of assigning a probable
date to a particular passage is too baffling to be solved
satisfactorily. As the most priceless literary monuments of
ancient India, both the epics have outlived the notion of
single authorship and have been subjected to frequent
additions and variations. Of course, this applies more to
the MBh than to the Ram. All the same, we shall take into
account a few points, on which there is likely to be more or
less general agreement so that an approximate date might
be assigned to the earliest reference to Karnata(ka) in the
MBh. The formation of Karnataka may then be traced as
far back as facts will allow.

One of such points is that the MBh as we have it today
in its enlarged form was, on the whole, completed by the
third or fourth century A.D, possibly earlier and not later.
Even first century A.D is considered by some to be the up-
ward limit of the completed epic. Since the term Kania-
taka and Kuntala are invariably found in all the printed
editions of the MBh and at least Kuntala is accepted in the
critical text of BORI, it is but fair to conclude that Karna-
taka was already known in the first few centuries of the
Christian era, if not earlier.' The period, during which the
MBh is likely to have grown into the stupendous work that
it now is, is debatable; but the opinion of Winternitz that
"the MBh cannot have received its present form earlier than
the 4th century B.C and not later than the 4th century,
A.D "l seems quite sound. This also indicates the range of
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